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IN  REPLY  REFER  TO 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior  1 792 


BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

DISTRICT  OFFICE 
P.  0.  Box  1420 
Las  Cruces ,  New  Mexico 
88004 


Dear  Reader: 

Enclosed  is  a  copy  of  the  Southern  Rio  Grande  Rangeland  Program  Summary 
(RPS).  This  document  describes  the  grazing  management  strategy  we  have 
selected  on  2,146,034  acres  of  public  land  in  the  Southern  Rio  Grande 
Planning  Area.  The  decisions  were  reached  after  considering  the  alterna- 
tives described  in  the  Southern  Rio  Grande  Environmental  Impact  Statement, 
public  comments,  and  recommendations  in  the  planning  documents. 

The  first  update  of  the  RPS  will  be  prepared  following  the  consultation 
process  and  will  be  available  prior  to  October  1,  1982.  Subsequent 
annual  updates  describing  the  progress  made  in  implementing  the  program 
will  be  available  in  November  of  each  year. 

Anyone  wishing  to  express  their  views  on  this  RPS  should  do  so  within  30 
days  after  receiving  this  document. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Daniel  C.  B.  Ratnbun 
District  Manager 

Enclosure 
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INTRODUCTION 

Purpose 

The  purpose  of  the  Rangeland  Program  Summary  (RPS)  is  to 
describe  the  selected  strategy  for  managing  grazing  on  2,146,034  acres 
of  public  land  in  the  Southern  Rio  Grande  Planning  Area.  The  decisions 
were  reached  following  the  completion  of  the  Final  Grazing  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (FEIS)  and  the  planning  system.  The  RPS  describes  how 
these  decisions  will  be  implemented.  It  also  describes  the  monitoring 
studies  that  will  be  initiated  to  determine  the  effects  of  the  grazing 
management  program,  and  the  accuracy  of  the  conclusions  of  the  Southern 
Rio  Grande  Grazing  EIS. 

Setting 

The  Southern  Rio  Grande  Planning  Area  is  located  in  southwestern 
New  Mexico  and  is  comprised  of  three  planning  units  in  portions  of  five 
counties.  The  planning  units  are  the  Organ  Mountain,  Las  Uvas,  and 
Caballo  and  the  counties  are  Dona  Ana,  Sierra,  Luna,  Socorro,  and  Otero. 
The  Planning  Area  is  bounded  on  the  south  by  Mexico  and  Texas,  on  the 
east  by  the  White  Sands  Missile  Range  and  Fort  Bliss,  on  the  north  by 
the  Socorro  BLM  District,  and  on  the  west  by  the  Hermanas  and  Grant 
planning  units  and  the  Gila  National  Forest.  The  Planning  Area  contains 
2,146,034  acres  of  public  land  (60  percent  of  the  Planning  Area)  adminis- 
tered by  the  BLM  Las  Cruces  District  (see  Map  1). 

There  are  presently  199  allotments  within  the  Planning  Area  in 
which  there  are  approximately  157  ranch  operations.  (This  is  one  more 
allotment  than  was  shown  in  the  EIS  because  one  allotment  was  split 
after  the  EIS  was  completed.)  All  ranch  operations  graze  cattle,  although 
a  few  saddle  horses  are  run  in  conjunction  with  the  cattle  operations. 
The  total  preference  for  grazing  on  public  land  is  223,617  Animal  Unit 
Months  (AUMs),  however,  the  average  licensed  use  over  the  past  five 
years  has  been  192,364  AUMs. 

The  ecological  condition  rating  of  public  land  within  the 
Planning  Area  being  grazed  by  livestock  is  1.5  percent  good,  30.4  percent 
fair,  and  68  percent  poor. 

The  Planning  Area  provides  habitat  for  an  estimated  1,360  deer 
and  385  pronghorn.  There  are  no  wild,  free-roaming  horses  within  the 
Planning  Area. 

THE  PROGRAM 

Following  the  completion  of  the  Southern  Rio  Grande  Grazing 
EIS,  Management  Framework  Plan  (MFP)  Step  III  land  use  decisions  were 
made.  The  decisions  relating  to  rangeland  management  are   to  concentrate 
management  and  rangeland  improvement  efforts  on  those  allotments  that 
have  good  potential  for  improvement  and  resolution  of  conflicts.  It  is 
anticipated  that  this  will  result  in  adopting  the  Proposed  Action,  as 
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described  in  the  Southern  Rio  Grande  Grazing  EIS,  on  87  allotments 
covering  1,534,464  acres  and  the  No  Action  Alternative  on  112  allotments 
covering  583,138  acres.  Essentially,  the  Proposed  Action  involves 
setting  the  initial  stocking  rate  based  on  consultation  with  the  permittee, 
the  5-year  average,  and  other  resource  data  that  becomes  available. 
Grazing  capacities  will  be  determined  over  a  5-year  period  through 
monitoring  studies  and  adjusting  the  stocking  rate  as  dictated  by  the 
monitoring  studies  at  the  end  of  the  second  and  fourth  years.  It  is 
anticipated  that  the  initial  stocking  rate  would  approximate  the  5-year 
average  in  most  instances.  Under  the  No  Action  Alternative,  management 
would  continue  as  in  the  past.  The  number  of  allotments  to  be  managed 
under  the  Proposed  Action  and  the  No  Action  Alternative  may  change 
during  the  consultation  process  by  using  criteria  contained  in  this 
document.  These  changes  will  be  documented  in  subsequent  updates  of  the 
RPS. 

The  characteristics  for  some  allotments  on  which  the  No  Action 
Alternative  will  be  adopted  are: 

1.  Forage  utilization  patterns  are  satisfactory; 

2.  Ecological  condition  class  is  mid-fair  or  better; 

3.  There  are  no  known  resource  conflicts  resulting  from 
present  livestock  grazing. 

There  are  tentatively  86  allotments  that  have  these  characteristics  and 
will  hereafter  be  referred  to  as  Category  "M"  (maintain)  allotments. 

The  characteristics  for  other  allotments  on  which  the  No 
Action  Alternative  will  be  adopted  are: 

1.  Present  grazing  management  will  not  result  in  further 
degradation  of  the  soil  or  vegetative  resources; 

2.  There  are  no  known  resource  conflicts  caused  by  present 
livestock  grazing  authorization; 

3.  Rangeland  condition  is  poor  with  little  or  no  potential 
for  improvement  until  more  economically  feasible  treatments 
become  available. 

There  are   tentatively  26  allotments  that  have  these  characteristics  and 
will  hereafter  be  referred  to  as  Category  "C"  (custodial)  allotments. 

The  characteristics  for  the  allotments  on  which  the  Proposed 
Action  will  be  adopted  are: 

1.  The  ecological  condition  could  be  any  class,  but  is  usually 
less  than  desirable;  or 

2.  Known  resource  conflicts  occur;  or 
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3.  The  potential  exists  to  improve  rangeland  conditions;  or 

4.  Utilization  patterns  or  the  degree  of  utilization  are  not 
desirable. 

There  are  tentatively  87  allotments  that  have  these  characteristics  and 
will  hereafter  be  referred  to  as  Category  "I"  (improve)  allotments. 

Certain  parcels  of  either  "M"  or  "C"  category  allotments  may 
be  placed  into  the  "I"  category  if  they  meet  the  characteristics  of  the 
"I"  category  given  above. 

Rangeland  improvements  which  will  be  needed  to  achieve  better 
livestock  distribution  patterns,  to  improve  rangeland  conditions,  and  to 
protect  areas  which  have  high  values  for  other  resources  (i.e.,  wildlife, 
watershed,  threatened,  endangered,  or  sensitive  plants  or  animals,  and 
archaeological  or  historical  resources)  will  include  approximately  14 
dirt  tanks,  173  miles  of  pipeline,  177  drinking  troughs,  drilling  or 
equipping  40  wells,  7  cattleguards ,  34  storage  tanks,  1  spring,  256 
miles  of  fence,  and  105  erosion  dikes. 

Vegetation  treatments  to  remove  competing  noxious  shrubs  would 
proceed  cautiously.  They  would  include  chemical  treatment  on  9,000 
acres  of  creosote  and  29,800  acres  of  mesquite  and  mechanical  treatment 
of  600  acres  of  cholla.  If  the  vegetation  treatments  prove  satisfactory 
and  economically  feasible,  the  actual  treatment  acreage  would  be  increased 
to  a  level  somewhere  between  the  Proposed  Action  and  the  Maximization  of 
Livestock  Forage  Production  Alternative.  The  actual  acreage  would  be 
developed  for  each  allotment  through  consultation  with  the  permittee  and 
other  interested  parties.  Subsequent  RPS  updates  will  list  the  rangeland 
improvements  and  vegetation  treatments  by  allotment  and  the  schedule  of 
implementation. 

BENEFITS  AND  COSTS  OF  THE  PROGRAM 

Benefits  of  the  program  will  be: 

1.  Acreage  of  rangeland  in  good  ecological  condition  will 
increase  by  approximately  123,000  acres; 

Acreage  of  rangeland  in  fair  ecological  condition  will 
increase  by  approximately  257,000  acres;  and 

Acreage  of  rangeland  in  poor  ecological  condition  will 
decrease  by  approximately  379,000  acres. 

2.  Production  of  desirable  and  intermediate  forage  species 
will  increase  approximately  100  pounds/acre. 

3.  Composition  of  desirable  and  intermediate  forage  species 
will  increase  by  approximately  13  percent. 
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4.  Vegetation  will  be  available  to  support  970  additional 
deer  and  vegetation  will  be  available  to  support  from  65 
to  600  additional  pronghorn,  depending  on  the  amount  of 
vegetation  treatments. 

5.  Sediment  movement  would  be  reduced  by  80  acre-feet  per 
year. 

Adverse  impacts  of  the  program  will  include: 

1.  A  short  term  reduction  in  ranch  income  on  those  ranches 
where  monitoring  studies  reveal  the  need  for  a  reduction 
in  livestock  numbers. 

2.  Permittees  would  have  to  spend  more  time  and  money  on 
maintenance  due  to  the  increased  number  of  rangeland 
improvements  planned. 

The  cost  of  the  program  will  be  approximately  $4.5  million 
depending  on  the  acreage  of  vegetation  treatment  completed. 

IMPLEMENTATION 

The  first  step  in  implementing  the  selected  rangeland  management 
program  will  be  to  initiate  the  consultation  and  coordination  process  on 
individual  allotments  with  the  permittees  and  other  interested  parties. 
The  purpose  of  the  consultation  will  be  to  discuss  with  each  permittee 
the  management  category,  priority,  initial  stocking  rate,  needed  rangeland 
improvements,  vegetation  treatments,  and  monitoring  studies  for  their 
particular  allotment(s).  If  agreements  cannot  be  reached  with  the 
permittee  on  the  above  items,  the  target  group  (Grazing  Advisory  Board, 
Range  Improvement  Task  Force,  State  Land  Office,  New  Mexico  Department 
of  Agriculture,  and  other  interested  parties)  will  be  invited  to  tour 
the  allotment  and  make  their  recommendations  as  to  a  solution.  After 
considering  the  situation  and  the  target  group's  recommendation,  a 
decision  will  be  issued  and  the  implementation  process  will  begin. 

Priorities 

Priorities  will  be  established  on  all  "I"  category  allotments 
to  determine  when  consultation  will  take  place  and  monitoring  studies 
will  be  initiated.  Monitoring  studies  on  at  least  23  of  the  highest 
priority  allotments  will  be  initiated  during  1982.  Priorities  will  be 
established  as  follows: 

High  priority  allotments  will  be  those  where:  (1)  perceived 
or  real  resource  conflicts  are   identified;  (2)  it  appears  a  problem 
exists  with  utilization  patterns  or  classes  on  50  percent  or  more  of  the 
area;  or  (3)  rangeland  improvements  should  be  implemented  as  quickly  as 
possible  to  prevent  further  deterioration. 


Medium  priority  allotments  will  be  those  where:   (1)  problems 
exist  with  utilization  during  some  years  or  on  25  to  50  percent  of  the 
allotment  each  year;  (2)  the  allotment  or  a  part  of  the  allotment  has  a 
high  potential  for  improvement  in  rangeland  condition  through  treatments, 
a  grazing  plan,  or  a  combination  of  these;  and  (3)  no  resource  conflicts 
are  known. 

Low  priority  allotments  will  be  those  where:   (1)  less  than  25 
percent  of  the  allotment  has  a  problem  with  utilization;  (2)  economic 
improvement  in  rangeland  condition  would  be  marginal;  and  (3)  postponement 
of  rangeland  improvements  would  not  accelerate  rangeland  deterioration. 

Consultation 

Following  the  publication  and  distribution  of  the  RPS  and 
consultation  with  permittees,  individual  proposed  decisions  will  be 
issued  pertaining  to  the  initial  stocking  rate,  schedule  of  adjustments, 
if  needed,  and  type  and  intensity  of  monitoring  studies  to  be  performed. 
The  State  Department  of  Agriculture  will  be  invited  to  participate  in 
the  consultation  effort  on  all  allotments,  and  the  State  Land  Office 
will  be  contacted  about  any  actions  taken  on  all  allotments  containing 
State  land.  Consultation  and  the  decisions  will  proceed  in  the  following 
order: 

1.  All  Section  15  and  100  percent  Federal  Range  allotments 
which  contain  small  scattered  tracts  of  public  land; 

2.  Twenty- three  high  priority  category  "I"  allotments; 

3.  All  "M"  and  "C"  category  allotments;  and 

4.  The  remaining  "I"  category  allotments. 

It  is  estimated  that  it  will  take  about  two  years  to  complete 
the  consultations  and  issue  the  decisions. 

During  the  consultation  process,  any  permittee  whose  allotment 
falls  under  the  "M"  or  "C"  categories  will  be  contacted  in  an  attempt  to 
reach  an  agreement  as  to  the  stocking  rate,  monitoring  studies,  and 
rangeland  improvements.   If  an  agreement  can  be  reached,  it  will  be 
written  up  in  the  presence  of  the  permittee  and  a  copy  given  to  him. 
Upon  return  to  the  office,  the  agreement  will  be  given  to  the  appropriate 
Area  Manager  for  his  concurrence.  If  he  agrees,  a  proposed  decision 
will  be  issued.   If  he  does  not  concur  or  if  substantial  changes  are 
made,  the  permittee  will  be  contacted  again. 

During  the  early  stages,  permittees  whose  allotments  fall  in  the  "I" 
category  will  be  contacted.  During  the  consultation,  rangeland  condition, 
utilization  patterns  and  classes,  resource  conflicts,  and  potential  for  range- 
land  improvement  will  be  discussed  with  the  permittee.  Agreements  as  to  the 
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initial  stocking  rate  will  be  reached,  if  possible.  The  procedure  for 
making  future  adjustments,  if  needed,  and  location  and  types  of  monitoring 
studies  will  be  discussed. 

When  agreement  cannot  be  reached  as  to  category,  initial 
stocking  rate,  or  monitoring  studies,  it  will  be  documented  in  the 
presence  of  the  permittee  as  to  what  is  agreed  upon  and  what  is  not. 
The  documented  disagreements  will  be  given  to  the  appropriate  Area 
Manager  for  further  action. 

Following  the  consultation  process,  the  Area  Manager  will 
issue  individual  decisions.  Each  decision  will  specify  the  allowable 
grazing  use  in  the  allotment.  Any  reduced  AUMs  will  be  placed  in 
suspension  and  any  increased  AUMs  will  be  authorized  through  a  nonrenew- 
able license  until  monitoring  studies  confirm  or  refute  the  adjustments. 
If  additional  forage  becomes  available  during  the  monitoring  period, 
additional  grazing  may  be  authorized  through  a  nonrenewable  license. 
Decisions  will  be  issued  over  a  2-year  period  beginning  in  FY  1982  to 
cover  199  allotments. 

Table  1  at  the  back  of  the  RPS  shows  the  preference,  5-year 
average,  and  wildlife  allocation  at  present.  This  table  will  be  updated 
annually  to  show  adjustments  made  in  the  stocking  rate. 

PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 

Numerous  contacts  with  the  public  have  occurred  throughout  the 
planning  process  leading  to  the  publication  of  the  Final  EIS.  These 
contacts  were  made  through  news  releases,  letters,  and  meetings.  The 
purpose  of  the  contacts  was  to  get  the  public  involved  in  the  planning 
and  decision  making  processes. 

Thirty  days  following  the  publication  and  distribution  of  this 
RPS,  individual  proposed  decisions  will  begin  to  be  issued  pertaining  to 
the  initial  stocking  rate  on  each  allotment.  Periodically,  as  a  series 
of  individual  consultations  are  completed,  the  District  will  issue  a 
summary  of  the  proposals  to  all  interested  parties.  After  a  specific 
comment  period,  a  manager  will  proceed  to  issue  the  proposed  decisions. 
Any  person  whose  interests  are  adversely  affected  by  these  proposed 
decisions  may  protest  the  proposed  decision  to  the  appropriate  Area 
Manager  within  15  days  after  the  receipt  of  the  decision.  If  no  protests 
are  received,  the  decision  becomes  final.  If  a  protest  is  received,  the 
Area  Manager  will  review  the  decision  to  determine  if  it  should  be 
modified.  If  it  is  decided  that  a  modification  is  not  necessary,  it 
will  be  reissued  as  a  final  decision.  The  protestor  may  appeal  the 
final  decision  within  30  days  after  receipt  for  the  purpose  of  a  hearing 
before  an  administrative  law  judge.  Anyone  who  feels  their  interests 
may  be  affected  by  a  grazing  decision  should  request  specific  decisions 
from  the  BLM  Las  Cruces  District  Office  as  soon  as  possible  after  receiving 
this  RPS. 

The  first  RPS  update  will  be  published  and  distributed  prior 
to  October  1,  1982.  It  will  summarize  the  action  being  proposed  to 
achieve  the  rangeland  management  program  objectives  and  to  implement  the 
management  decisions  and  the  monitoring  program.  Subsequent  RPS  updates 
will  be  published  annually  and  distributed  by  November  15.  They  will 
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summarize,  by  allotment,  progress  toward  implementing  rangeland  improve- 
ments and  management  decisions.  Also,  any  proposals  by  the  authorized 
officer  to  modify  scheduled  adjustments  in  livestock  grazing  use  would 
be  described. 

DESCRIPTION  OF  THE  ALTERNATIVES 

Proposed  Action 

Initial  stocking  rates,  considering  past  stocking  rates, 
degree  of  utilization,  and  other  available  information,  would  be  estab- 
lished through  consultation  with  individual  permittees.  If  an  agreement 
cannot  be  reached  as  to  the  initial  stocking  rate,  consultation  procedures 
required  by  Section  8  of  the  Public  Rangeland  Improvement  Act  of  1978 
would  be  followed.  Monitoring  studies  consisting  of  actual  forage 
utilization,  climatic  conditions,  and  rangeland  ecological  condition  and 
trends  would  be  conducted,  and  if  these  studies  show  a  need  for  an 
adjustment  in  livestock  numbers,  the  adjustment  would  be  initiated  at 
the  end  of  the  second  and  fourth  years. 

This  alternative  was  adopted  for  the  category  "I"  allotments 
because  these  allotments  can  be  improved  through  better  management 
practices. 

No  Action  Alternative 

Current  management  practices  would  continue  and  livestock 
forage  allocation  would  be  maintained  at  the  present  preference,  although 
it  is  not  expected  that  the  actual  use  would  exceed  the  5-year  average 
use.  New  rangeland  improvements  would  be  implemented  through  the  use  of 
range  betterment  funds  (the  percentage  of  collected  grazing  fees  returned 
for  investment  in  rangeland  improvements).  Existing  policy  on  operator 
financed  rangeland  improvements  would  continue. 

This  alternative  was  adopted  for  the  "M"  and  "C"  allotments. 
The  "M"  allotments  are  presently  in  relatively  good  condition  and  present 
management  practices  are   satisfactory.  On  the  "C"  allotments,  forage 
production  is  low  and  potential  for  improvement  at  this  time  is  limited 
by  economic  criteria. 

Elimination  of  Livestock  Grazing  Alternative 

All  domestic  livestock  grazing  on  public  land  would  be  discon- 
tinued. All  AUMs  produced  on  public  land  would  be  available  for  wildlife, 
watershed,  and  aesthetics.  Expenditure  of  funds  would  be  limited  to 
those  improvements  which  benefit  wildlife  or  watershed,  or  for  the 
protection  of  other  resources. 

This  alternative  was  not  adopted  because  of  the  severe  social 
and  economic  impacts.  The  limited  improvement  in  rangeland  condition 
would  not  justify  the  action. 


Maximization  of  Livestock  Forage  Production  Alternative 

This  alternative  would  initiate  an  intensive  program  of  rangeland 
management  practices  designed  to  achieve  maximum  forage  production  for 
livestock.  Vegetation  treatments  would  be  implemented  on  797,104  acres 
to  convert  existing  areas  dominated  by  mesquite,  creosote,  or  tarbush  to 
more  desirable  livestock  forage.  An  accelerated  and  expanded  program 
for  construction  of  rangeland  improvements  would  be  implemented  also. 

This  alternative  was  not  adopted  in  its  entirety  because  the 
required  expenditures  would  exceed  long-term  benefits.  However,  the 
selected  management  strategy  would  include  increased  levels  of  rangeland 
improvements  and  vegetation  treatments  that  would  fall  somewhere  between 
that  proposed  in  the  Proposed  Action  and  the  Maximization  of  Livestock 
Forage  Production  Alternative,  to  be  determined  on  an  al lotment-by- 
al lotment  basis. 

Enhancement  of  Other  Resource  Values  Alternative 

Under  this  alternative,  livestock  grazing  would  be  eliminated 
on  14,456  acres  of  riparian  habitat  in  poor  or  fair  ecological  condition, 
eliminated  on  14,629  acres  of  watershed  in  critical  or  severe  erosion 
classes,  reduced  50  percent  from  the  Proposed  Action  on  1,438,784  acres 
in  poor  ecological  condition,  and  reduced  25  percent  on  644,409  acres  in 
fair  ecological  condition. 

This  alternative  was  found  to  be  the  most  environmentally 
preferable  alternative,  but  it  was  not  adopted  because  of  the  adverse 
social  and  economic  impacts  the  reduction  of  livestock  would  cause. 
However,  areas  of  riparian  habitat  and  watersheds  in  critical  or  severe 
erosion  classes  will  be  placed  in  the  "I"  category  and  managed  to 
improve  the  areas. 

SCHEDULE  FOR  ISSUING  DECISIONS 

Fiscal  Year  1982   82  Decisions 
Fiscal  Year  1983  100  Decisions 

Although  there  are  only  182  decisions,  they  will  cover  the  199 
allotments,  as  some  decisions  will  cover  more  than  one  allotment. 

RANGELAND  IMPROVEMENT  SCHEDULE 

The  rangeland  improvements  and  vegetation  treatments  described 
in  the  Program  section  will  approximate  the  action  to  be  taken.  The 
implementation  schedule  will  not  be  known  until  each  allotment  is  catego- 
rized and  consultation  is  completed.  Subsequent  RPS  updates  will  show 
the  schedule. 

APPROPRIATIONS 

The  implementation  of  rangeland  improvements  and  vegetation 
treatments  are  contingent  upon  rangeland  funding. 
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MONITORING 

Formal  monitoring  studies  will  be  initiated  on  all  category 
"I"  allotments  during  the  consultation  process.  Allotment  evaluations 
will  be  conducted  following  the  second  and  fourth  years'  grazing  season 
to  determine  if  subsequent  adjustments  in  livestock  are  needed  to  meet 
the  management  objective  for  the  allotment.  The  permittee  and  interested 
parties  will  be  invited  to  participate  in  the  monitoring  and  evaluation. 

At  a  minimum,  the  monitoring  studies  would  be  designed  to 
collect  data  on  actual  forage  utilization,  degree  of  key  forage  species 
utilization,  climatic  conditions,  and  rangeland  ecological  condition  and 
trend. 

The  allotments  in  "M"  and  "C"  categories  will  be  inspected 
periodically  to  determine  if  the  principal  objectives  are  being  met. 

ACCOUNTABILITY 

This  RPS  will  be  updated  annually  and  be  available  for  public 
inspection  by  November  of  each  year.     The  update  will  include  what 
actions  have  been  initiated,  the  number  of  agreements  reached,  the 
number  of  decisions  issued,  the  current  status  of  monitoring  studies, 
the  progress  made  toward  management  system  implementation,  the  number  of 
rangeland  improvements  constructed,  and  the  acres  of  vegetation  treatments 
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TABLE   1 


LIVESTOCK  GRAZING  USE 


Average 
Licensed 

1st   >edr                 2nd  Year                  ird 
Big  Game       Agreed     Actual      Aqreed     Actual     Agreed 

Year                 4th  Year                 5th   ^ear 

Al lotment 

Actual     Aqreed     Actual     Agreed     Actual 

Nuinoer 

Al lotment  Name 

Preference 

Use 

Allocation         Use          Use          Use          Use          Use 

Use          use          Use          use          use 

200', 

Anderson,   W.    T. 

156 

156 

0 

2002 

Sidney   Savage 

432 

430 

0 

2031 

Johnson,   Dennis 

450 

451 

0 

2051 

Nunn,   l.    W.   Jr. 

2.616 

2.296 

0 

3001 

Steed.   Wendal 

1.308 

1.086 

0 

3002 

Arnngton,   Jack 

1.500 

1.410 

0 

3003 

Hay,   James   0. 

1.584 

892 

0 

3004 

Bailey,  H.   N. 

96 

66 

0 

3006 

Bowden,   Hugh  V. 

12 

12 

0 

3007 

Brewster,  Charles   C. 

192 

186 

2 

3008 

Burke,   Francis   and  Mary  M. 

1,020 

353 

0 

3009 

Burris,  G.   W. 

3,936 

3.890 

0 

3010 

Bustamante,   Juan 

252 

252 

2 

3011 

Castle.   W.   N. 

372 

188 

4 

3012 

Hi  lie.   Roderick 

1.380 

1,387 

8 

3013 

Corralitos  Venture 

13.860 

12.188 

0 

3014 

Cothern,   Howard 

252 

252 

2 

3015 

Cothem,  Wilford 

4,497 

4,433 

16 

3016 

Thompson  &  Herrmann 

6,460 

6,468 

25 

3018 

Hurt  Cattle  Co. 

456 

414 

2 

3019 

Camilu-Vig   Inc. 

384 

384 

0 

3020 

Strauss ,  Gerald  A. 

4.608 

2,716 

2 

3022 

Strauss.  Gerald  A 

2,688 

1,660 

0 

3023 

Wagner,  Jack 

5,760 

4,464 

2 

3024 

Goodsight   Inc. 

6,012 

5,871 

0 

3025 

Gray,   Lois   Ellen 

360 

362 

2 

3026 

Horner,   I.   A.    Estate 

288 

284 

2 

3027 

Smith,   0.    L. 

564 

459 

2 

3028 

Hyatt   and  Hyatt 

3,780 

2.999 

0 

3029 

Strauss ,  Gerald 

324 

227 

0 

3031 

Las  Uvas  Ranch 

3.089 

3.089 

18 

3032 

Martin,   Guy 

(Saddle  Mtn.   Ranch) 

2.664 

2.376 

8 

3033 

Cooper,  Thomas 

5.448 

4,074 

16 

3034 

Mundy  and  Morrow  Inc. 

120 

82 

1 

3035 

McCulloch  and  Shiflett 

36 

22 

0 

3036 

Nix.   Betty 

1.080 

987 

0 

3037 

Nunn,   Edward  W. ,   Jr. 

144 

144 

0 

3038 

Nunn,   Leo  and  Dorothy 

2,844 

1.087 

0 

3039 

Tnousand   Springs  Cattle  Co. 

5,508 

4.903 

2 

3040 

Rasmussen,  rtogens    1. 

636 

406 

0 

304? 

Evans,   Bobby  G. 

192 

194 

0 

3042 

Konyn,   Frank   J. 

12 

12 

0 

3043 

Johnson,   Buster 

300 

260 

3 

3044 

Amnyton,  Jack 

408 

379 

0 

3045 

Whitaker,   B.    F. 

204 

69 

0 

3046 

Wilson.   James  A.    Est 

717 

572 

0 

3047 

Four-S,    Inc. 

1,700 

1.245 

0 

3048 

White,   John  T.    and 

Johnson,   Arthur  G. 

420 

316 

0 

3052 

International   Cattle  Systems 

9,240 

6,427 

10 

5001 

Blythe,  W.   F. 

1,024 

1.025 

0 

5002 

Cox,  A.   B.    Estate 

1.504 

925 

44 

5003 

San  Augustine  Ranch,    Inc. 

624 

624 

352 

5004 

Blythe,  W.    F. 

492 

4  36 

0 

5006 

Hopkins,  Dale 

275 

173 

21 

5007 

Isaacks,   Jeff 

1,920 

1.116 

0 

5008 

lsaacks.  R.   L. 

396 

396 

0 

5009 

Price.   Paul   W. 

1.593 

468 

265 

5010 

Price's  Otero   Investment 

191 

180 

0 

5012 

Walter,  S.   A. 

168 

151 

10 

5013 

Four-S,    Inc. 

1,428 

1.264 

55 

6001 

Adams  ,  Max  S. 

600 

596 

16 

6002 

Muncy  ,   Bobby  W. 

1,044 

1.189 

0 

6003 

Apodaca,   Raymundo 

228 

51 

0 

6004 

Zelfa  Apodaca   Estate 

1,260 

1,262 

0 

6005 

Zelfa  Apodaca  Estate 

372 

372 

0 

6006 

Armijo  Community  Allotment 

408 

408 

0 

6007 

Baca,   Barbarita 

828 

832 

7 

6008 

Bason  S   Cox,    Inc. 

372 

372 

8 

6009 

Beck,  Allan  and  Margaret 

504 

504 

3 

6010 

Beck,   Allan  and  Margaret 

420 

420 

6 

6011 

Bierner,   Charles  Jr. 

36 

36 

0 

6012 

Bourquet  &   Sullivan 

444 

399 

7 

6013 

Booth,   Blanche 

24 

24 

0 

6014 

Richardson,  Robert  E. 

132 

92 

0 

6015 

Boykin.   S.   J. 

12 

12 

0 

6016 

Brewster,   Donald 

444 

270 

9 

6017 

Buckhorn  Ranch 

3,708 

3.696 

23 

6018 

Cabal lo  Mtn.    Ranch 

2.460 

2.395 

46 

6019 

Cain  Brothers   &  Co. 

1,800 

1,753 

21 

6020 

Cain,   Ben 

4,716 

3,481 

23 

6021 

Jack  M.    Cain  Limited 

Partnership 

2,772 

1,981 

16 

6022 

Cain,   Lewis 

5.532 

3,810 

10 

6023 

Castle,   W.    N. 

756 

306 

31 

6024 

Castle,  W.    N,    &  J.   A. 

828 

396 

11 

6025 

Chastain.   Forrest  D. 

36 

28 

0 

6026 

Chatfield,   Harvey 

314 

286 

0 

6027 

Chavez,  Alberto 

408 

411 

0 

6028 

Chavez,  et  al . 

204 

204 

0 

6029 

Chavez,   John  J. 

36 

36 

0 

6030 

Chavez,    Issac  N. 

288 

228 

7 

6031 

Chavez,   Lorenzo 

144 

144 

0 

6032 

Cluff,  0.    Leath 

1,354 

1,029 

14 

6033 

Cox,  Jay  W. 

1,092 

977 

12 

6034 

Adams   Ranch   Inc. 

120 

120 

0 

6035 

Ward,   E.   J. 

504 

504 

0 

6037 

Cunningham,  Vernon 

576 

573 

20 

6038 

Dawson,  01 1 ver  B. 

60 

60 

0 

6039 

Dayberry ,   Ralph  T. 

348 

347 

0 

6040 

Diamond  A  Cattle  Co. 

552 

552 

0 

6041 

A  Spear  Ranch 

c/o  Marshall   Doollttle 

1,716 

1.635 

0 

6042 

Elkins.   Chandler 

216 

225 

0 

6043 

Franzoy  Cattle  Co. 

1.644 

1,647 

13 
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TABLE  \   (cont.) 


LIVESTOCK  GRAZING  USE 


* 

* 

Allotment  Name 

Preference 

Average 

Licensed 

Use 

Big  Game 
Al location 

1st   Year 

2nd  Year 

3rd  Year 

4th  Year 

5th  Year 

Al lotment 

Number 

Aqreed     Actual 
Use           Use 

Agreed     Actual 
Use           Use 

Aqreed     Actual 
Use          Use 

Aqreed     Actual 
Use           Use 

Aoreed     Actual 
Use          Use 

6044  Rainwater,  Ralph  H. 

6045  Gonzales.  Barry 

6046  Gonzales  Community  Allotment 

6046  Gonzales,  Tony, 

Reynaldo,  &  Barry 

6047  Jones,  William  B. 

6048  Gordon,  Donald  R. 

6049  Cabal lo  Grazing 

Cooperative  Assn. 

6050  Chatfield,  Harvey  . 

6053  Graham,  Neil  0. 

6054  Greer,  G.  S. 

6055  Greer,  G.  S. 

6056  Greer,  G.  S. 

6057  Hackey,  Ralph 

6058  Ashbauqh,  Emory 

6059  C-N-H  Cattle  Co. 

6060  Hatley.   Darrell   A. 

6061  Hayner,   Robert  5.    Estate 

6062  Hille,  A.   R.   and  Ma.ine 

6063  Holden.   Howard  Lee 

6064  Hopkins,   Velma   (Indiv.) 

6065  Hopkins,   Velma   (Rollins   Comro. 

6066  Hubble,   Ellsworth   E. 

6067  Hurt.  James  W. 

6068  Greer,  G.    S. 

Calhourn  Community  Allot. 

6068  McNew.  William  H. 

Calhourn  Community  Allot. 

6069  Johnson,  L.  B.  and  Leona 

6070  Luchini ,  Frank  et  al. 

6071  Martinez.  Pete  E. 

6072  Meadow,  Henry  C. 

6073  Montoya,  Romolo  L. 

6074  Greerwn,  Walter 

6075  Tucker,  Jay  I  Mable 

6076  McGregor,  Carlton  H. 

6077  Ortiz,  Ramon  J.  (leased-- 

Aron  jo,  Belsan  B.  ) 

6078  Ortega,  Nicholas  T. 

6079  Greer,  G.  S. 

6080  Pankey  Land  and  Cattle  Co. 

6081  Pearson,  R.  L.  and  J.  R. 

6082  Faubion,  Carl 

6083  Potter,  Johnson,  4  Potter 

6084  Rainwater.  Ralph 

6085  Chapman,  Enos  J. 

6086  Nave.  Euel  R. 

6087  Richardson,  Jesse  U. 

6088  Riggs,  Fred  S. 

6089  Rio  Grazing  Assoc. 

6090  Roberts,  S.  0.  Jr. 

6091  Ruidoso  State  Bank 

6093  Sanchez .  Adan  T. 

6094  Sedillo  Community  Allounent 

6095  Sedillo,  Narctso 

6096  Luchini ,  Frank  B. 

6097  Sedillo,  Remigio  Est. 

6098  Sullivan,  Victor 

6099  Tafoya,  Ciriaco  G. 

6100  Tafoya,  Salomon 

6101  lerrazas.  Jack  G.  4  J.  G. 

6102  Torres,  Adan  (Home) 

6103  Torres,  Adan  (Salt  Spring) 

6104  Diamond  A  Cattle  Co. 

6105  Trimble,  G.  F.  4  Levins.  Scott 

6106  Trujillo,  Cristobal 

6108  Ruidoso  State  Bank 

6109  Downs,  John  B. 

6110  Ward.  Edwin  J. 

6111  Church  of  Jesus  Christ  of 

Latter  Day  Saints 

6112  Welch,  A.  E. 

6113  Woolf.  Dale 

61 14  Candy  Cane  Corp. 

6115  Cox,  Jay  W. 

61 16  Adams  Ranch  Inc. 

6117  Diamond  A  Cattle  Co. 

6119  Luna  Brothers 

6120  Lopez.  Celso  Estate 

6121  Jones,  Earl  F. 

6122  Franzoy  Cattle  Co. 

6123  Whittenburg,  George 

6124  Trimble  and  Levins 
6126  Diamond  A  Cattle  Co. 

6126  Sullivan,  Marianne 

6127  Sanchez,  Adan  T. 

6128  Roberts,  S.  0.  Jr. 

6129  Ortega.  Nicholas  T. 

6130  Jones.  Patrick  A. 

6131  Nunn.  David 
613?  Greeman,  Walter 

6133  Miranda.  Mrs.  B.  T. 

6134  Richardson.  Jesse  U. 

6135  Meadow.  Henry  C. 

6136  Laney  Ranch  Inc. 

6137  Hopkins.  Velma 

6138  Coil.  Walter  J. 

6140  Lara.  Robert  E. 

6141  Muncy,  Bobby  W. 

(Sultemeier,   Catherine) 

6142  Goff,  Clyde 

6144  Nave,  Euel 

6145  Cluff.  Dale  N. 

6146  Cluff.  Cloard  A. 


2.160 

1.566 

3 

216 

162 

0 

253 

29 

0 

152 

126 

0 

216 

199 

0 

1.104 

792 

0 

2.435 

2.435 

21 

1.075 

1.050 

0 

6,372 

6.230 

bi 

312 

313 

0 

228 

228 

0 

2.532 

2.464 

2 

3.384 

3,400 

0 

720 

696 

0 

1.428 

1.313 

0 

1.382 

1.227 

0 

36 

36 

0 

3.168 

3.179 

6 

384 

202 

0 

516 

519 

c 

. )        384 

382 

c 

252 

244 

0 

2.664 

2.260 

227 

721 

727 

C 

108 

108 

c 

19? 

153 

0 

6C 

6 

5 

24 

24 

0 

1.248 

1.237 

10 

60 

60 

4 

2.848 

2.605 

0 

441 

443 

0 

144 

144 

0 

96 

96 

0 

144 

144 

1 

853 

862 

11 

3.072 

3.03? 

42 

588 

531 

0 

2.198 

2.199 

- 

804 

678 

0 

4.248 

4,399 

n 

864 

815 

0 

156 

141 

0 

660 

668 

0 

36 

36 

b 

2.904 

2.840 

II 

624 

6?4 

1 

44  ' 

297 

0 

264 

26< 

0 

492 

490 

0 

Bl 

65 

0 

71? 

216 

7 

9( 

91 

C 

168 

68 

? 

5  3 

57 

0 

24 

.4 

0 

144 

,44 

? 

432 

4:: 

0 

120 

109 

0 

96 

96 

0 

tt       216 

.'16 

0 

108 

1 09 

c 

504 

256 

0 

144 

84 

c 

2.637 

1.694 

5  3 

10! 

10c 

0 

.'4 

24 

0 

912 

912 

20 

1.500 

1.500 

18 

120 

1 20 

0 

348 

348 

0 

1.224 

1.14? 

12 

12 

1? 

0 

1? 

1? 

0 

If 

3? 

0 

.'4 

,'i 

0 

180 

180 

1 

600 

600 

0 

i. 

1? 

0 

l? 

1? 

'1 

108 

108 

0 

684 

6  84 

0 

J84 

(84 

4 

61 

60 

0 

252 

252 

0 

408 

408 

0 

tfc 

36 

0 

31? 

31? 

13 

240 

240 

0 

1.524 

1.524 

24 

12 

12 

0 

B4 

84 

0 

184 

131 

0 

444 

347 

0 

83 

74 

0 

192 

151 

0 

960 

729 

0 

2.640 

2.006 

0 

Note: 


TOTAL 


223,617         192.364         1.766 
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*Stocking  levels   deter- 
mined through   interpretation 
of  data   from  monitoring 
studies . 
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